IN SENATE—Arrn. 2, 1848,

OREGON.

Mr. ASHLEY, who was entitled to the floor, moved to
dispense with the previous orders and take up the Oregon re-
solation of nofice ; vot, however, that he might address the
Senate himself, but because the Senator from Michigan (Mr,
Cass) was here, on his parol, he presumed, [a laugh,] and
was desirous, as he understood, of replying to the litle epi-
sode in the debate which took place yesterday.

The motion prevailing—

My, CASS rose to address the Senate, but, from the great
rapidity of his delivery, it wes difficult to follow him with any
great uceuracy. ‘The Reporter will endeavor to present so
much of Mr. C.'s speech as he could hear sufficiently to com-
prehend it. I

He commenced by returning his thanks to the Senator from
Arkansas (Mr. Asuiex) fur his courtesy in waiving his own
right to the floor, that he might give him an oppertunity of re-
ply to the remarks of the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Brx-
rox, ) made yesterday during his ubsence. The Senator had
suid well ; he was here, he supposed, on his parol, baving

b een a prisoner to the Senator from Missouri (as that Senator
intimated) by virtue of his own admission. Mr. C. said he
had been captured by the enemy it seemed twice ; once many
vears ago, when conlending against the pretensions of Great
Britain in time of war, and now agmin when contending
sgainst her pretensions in tme of peace. His country had
rede emed hitn from the former caplivity—he was about to re-
deem bimself from the latier. He bad said he had been cap-
tured by ** the enemy ;" he had iu the present case used that
term metaphorically only, for there was nothing in his past
r elations to the Senator from Missouri, and he hoped nothing
at present, to lead to the use of the word in a more literal
a2 nse § if there was, he, for one, should greatly regret it. He
was aware of the strength of that Senator as an opponent ;
but he had encountered greater difficulties before now than
that with which he had al present to contend, and he did not
doubt 1o get through them with entire safety.

The Senator had d him of ing to the Senate with

a prepared speech.  Mr. C. pleaded guilty to this accusation.
He had done that very thing—most assuredly.  And he could
not but thiok that the man who rose to speak in such a
presence, without due preperation, must either greatly over-
rale his own powers, or as greatly undervalue the intelligence
of the nudience whom he was addressing. Mr. C. was
guilly of no such presumption.  When he addressed the Sen-
ste of the United States, especially on a great national ques-
tion 50 inomentous as this, he did it with all the previous pre-
peration he could make. He thought he owed this much to
lus respect for the Senate, for his country, and for himself.
He hoped never, either to make or to hear, in that chamber,
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But he would go at once into the subject ; and if he did not
prove to the perfect satisfaction of every man within these
winlls——

[Mr. Hawszoay.  Of every impartial man.]

No, (said Mr. C.) I will not take the suggestion of my
friend ; I will not say of every impartial man : I say, if [ do
not prove to the satisfaction of every man within the sound of
my voice that [ was right in the position I assumed in my re-
marks, then I will consent to be bound s the prisoner of the
Senator from Missouri, and to fight the battles of the ** forty-
nine " party—two of the greatest calamities that could befall
me in this world. [A laugh.]

Mr. C. said he should treat thisq fairly, impartially,
and calmly—and not in the spint which had marked the
speech of the honorable Senator from Missouri. Throughout
thet entire speech there had run a tone and an air such as
Mr. C. should not have expected from that gentleman. There
was in every part of what he had addressed to the Senate an
uir of triumph and of exultation such as belonged to one cer-
tain and proud of vietory. The Senator first erected a forti-
fication for Mr. C., and then battered it down with his own
cannon. He had taken no such positions as the Senator had
sttributed to him.  In refuting the arguments brought against
this position, unwarrantably sssumed as his, Mr. C. should
exhibit no such spirit; he should endeavor 1o treat the ques-
uon with calmness—with no sirs of confident triumph, with
no tane of proud and confident exultation.

The Senator ssserted that Mr. C. had maintained in his
speech before the Senate that the line of 49° porth had not
been established by the commissaries appointed under the
teaty of Utrecht as a boundary between the British and
French po on this eor t; and that if it could be
proved that that line had been so established by them, that
then Mr. C. would abide by it for life, and never speak one
word nor advance one step beyond it. Mr. C. had not said
50 ; he had put himself in no such position.

What was the case ? What was the point made by the
Henator from Missouri 7 The Senator bhad risen, in order to

the Mini-ipsi and from the whole valley of that river  The
most plished dipl in America—perhaps equal to
any in Furope—he saw at ouee that the sequisition of Louisi
put us in the shoes of the French in all their treaties lpt!iﬂlble
to that provinee § that it especinlly made us u purty to the tres-
ty of Utrecht ; guve us the beueﬁl of the line 49, established
under that treaty ; und he immedintely dotcrn_mml 0 recom-
mend to the Seoute the rejection ol the fifth article of the treaty
signed at London, and to rely alterwards upon the Utreehit
teeaty as & matter of right to foree the British out of the valley
ol the Mississippi. The Senste covcurved with him. They
rejected the fifth article of the treaty ; aud then the double du-
ty presented itself to be performed ut London,

“ The rejection of the article of the treaty was to be justified;
the treaty of Utrecht was to be plead against the British, to put
an el to their darling desire to obtain the navigution of the
Mississippi.  The first was a delicate duty.  ‘The non-ratifica-
tion of « treaty, concluded under instruotions, except for good
cause, is, by the law of nutions, an njury o the adverse Power,
imply ing & brench of faith but little short of the enormity of
violating the same (reaty sfier its ratification. To show this
good cause—to justify ourselves for a seeming breach of fuith—
was the immediate care of Mr., Jefferson ; and immediately af-
ter the Senate had scted upon the two trenties, namely, oo the
14th of February, 1804, Me. Madison, Secretmy of State,
wrote to Mr. Mouroe d[Mr. King having asked leave to return
when he had concluded his treaty) to bring this delicate busi-
ness before ‘l.he British Government, and sutisty them at onee
upon the point of non-ratification of the fifth article.  The trea-
ty of Utrecht furnished the justification, snd Mr. Mouroe was
instructed to urge it aecordingly.”
The Senator then went on to say :

. This extunordinary statement gruu'hl him to the produe-
tion of his authorities. He would now have recourse to the
language of others, and would rend a purngraph from the first
letter of Mr, Madison to Mr. Monroe on this subject : ©If
* the fifth article be expunged, the north boundary of Louisiana
¢ will, as is rensonable, remain the same in the hands of the
¢ United States s it was in the hands of Fraonce, and may be
‘adjusted and established according to the principles and au-
‘thorities which in that ease would have been applicable.
‘ There is reason 1o believe that the boundary between Loui-
“sinna and the British tervitories north of it were actually
¢ fixed by issi sappointed under the treuty of Utrecht,
*and that this boundary was to run from the Lake of the Woods
¢ westwardly, in latitude 49 i in which ease the fifth
‘article would be uugutory, as the line from the Lake of the
“ Woods to the neavest source of the Mississippi, would run
“through tervitory which, on both sides of the line, would
“ belong to the United States, ™

¢ There is reason (o believe” that the boundary, &e, Here
it was evident that Mr. Madison doubted as to the fact : and
why might not Mr. C. doubt also * Not a fact had since been
elicited 10 remove such a doubt. Mr. Madison was in doubt
whether such a boundary was * actually fixed.” And he
sent Mr, Monroe to the fountain head of authority to ascer-
tain whether such was the fact or not. The Senator from
Missouri had said that the fact was ¢ assumed for certain.”
Hear his langusge, after further quoting Mr. Madison, as
follows :

“ Annexed is a paper stating the authority on which the de-
* cision of the commissioners under the teaty of Utrecht rests,
‘and the reasoniog opposed to the construction making the
¢ 40th degree of latitude the northern boundary of Louisiana,
 with marginal notes in support of that construction. This
‘paper will put you more readily into possession of the sub-
fJeet, us it may enter into your diseussions with the British
‘Government.  But you will pereeive the necessity of recur-
“ring to the proceedings of the commissioners, as the source
* of autheutie information. Theseare not within our reach here,
“and it must, consequently, be left to your own reseurches
: aiml Judgment to determine the proper use to be made of
l‘ “.m.)'

“Mr. B. remarked upon the language of this extract.
The fact of the commissavies having acted swas assumed
for certain; the precise terms of their act, and the construction
of those terms, was not exactly known ; and Mr. Mooroe was
directed to exwmine the proceeding of the commissaries in
London—to ascertain the particulars—and to act aecording to
his judgment.”

Bot this (said Mr.C. ) was the language of uncertainty. ““There
is reason to believe” was not the language of one certain of &
fact. And, sccordingly, Mr. Monroe was sent to headquar-
ters to find out the true facts in the case. Mr. C. had said
in his speech that Mr. Mudison spoke doubtfully on the sub-
ject ; and he would now appeal to all present in that cham-
ber 1o say whether this was not true. He had said that Mr.
Monroe did not add any facts to the statement of Mr. Madi-
son ; that he gave to the British Government no additional
authority. He referred the British Minister to nothing—to
nothing at all in addition to what Mr. Madison had stated.

He spoke in the same words as Douglass did when speaking
of the treaty ; and there could be nodoubt at all that Mr. Mon-
roe got whatever he stated to the British Goveinment out of
Douglass ; and it all came back to what had been referred to
by Mr. Madison ; and that was the mere historical fact, as
@ven by the historian, and nothing more.  Mr. (. then fur-
ther quoted :

** Mr. Mouroe did so, and found not the least difficulty on

vindicate the repmtation of the Senate from assenting 1o facts
tileged to be true, but which were in fuct false.

The Senator represented Mr. C. as having said that no
coramissaries ever were appointed under the treaty of Utrechi;
and that they never had established any line as n boundary.
‘What Mr. C. had said in his speech, and what he now 1e-
peated was, that great doubls existed as 1 the establishment
of that line. Mr. C. had rgferred on Lhis point 1o the work
af Mr. Greenhow, and had said that he believed the view
given there to be correct ; and he still thought that Mr. Green-
how had established the point, and that the SBenator from Mis-
souri, who insisted tha: such a line was established, bad fail-
ed in his endeavors to prove it. At all events, there were
such grave doubts as to the fact that gentlemen might take op-
posite positions in regard to it without any just imputation on
either their judgment or their veracity. And here he begged
to observe that in his judgment it was a matter of no import-
ance whatever whether the fuct in dispute were established or
not ; and in his apprehension here lay the great error of the
Benator in supposing that it was of great consequence. It
was a mere historical fact, which, at best, had no bearing
whatever on the question st tsue as to our title in Oregon.
It had no more influence on that question than the disputed
authenticity of the story of Romulus and Remus. The real
question was, whether the parallel of 49°, as a boundary line
between England and France, ever was intended to extend
over the Rocky Mountains ° That was the true, and the irn-
portant question.  And it was on that question, and not as to
whether the line had been established at all or not, that Mr,
C. planted himself. If it could be shown that the boundary
of 49° did run over the Rocky Mountains westward to the
ocean, »o as to bound our claim to the whole of Oregon, then
Mr. C. would agree, as he had said, henceforth to close his
lips, and never say another word as o any rights of the Uni-
ted Ntates north of 49°,

In regard to the treaty of Utrecht, what had the Senaior
said >  He said that the commissaries were appointed nccord-
ing to the treaty, and that they did establish the parallel of
49°. But he did not say that that Nne ran over the Rocky
Mountains : he never once affirmed that : and that was the
one and only fact of the least importance to this Oregon ques-
tion. ‘There was no difficully us to what was our boundary
east of the mountains. Our difficulty lay wholly west of
them ; and the question was, whether the parallel of 49° was
%0 & boundary between us and England as to affect our elaim
to the whole of Oregon * That, snd that alone, was the true
question.

As to the mere abstiact historical fact whether these com.
missaries were appoinied—whether they ever met, and whe-
ther they ever dul establisi nny line at all—this was not a
lecture-room ; the President of the Senate was not a profes-
sor of history ; and the Senators were not stodeats of a elass,
canvassing certain questions of fact as to what had taken
place some century ago. How the Senator could deem it ne-
censary to detsin the Senate with a long argument (and, Le
admitted, an argument in some respects very able) o prove
that these French and British commissaries did meet, and Jid
run a certain boundary line east of the Rocky Mountains, ap-
peared most strange and unaccountable to Mr. C. [t was at
the Rocky Mountains that our whole difficulty commenced ;
it was there, and there only, that the question became of any
consequence.

Mr. C. said he should be as briel as he could, as he had
no inclination to trespass on the time or attention of the Senate,
The real question was one im ot initself ; and, besides,
Mr. C. was anxious to redeem himself from what the Senator
seemed o suppose must be his impri.mmueul for life.

Mr. €. then read the following extract from Mr. Bexrox's
rpeech :
“ Mr. B. then made « statement introduetory to the proofs
which he mewnt 1o intenduce, and showing how the tresty of
Utreeht had Lecaop,e applicable to this question of houndary
bet ween the United States and Grent Britain, It grew dut of
the purchuse of Lovisiuna, and was coevul with that purehnse,
It was _k!»l!"l" Lo every body that the northwestern eorner of
the United States could not he closed, hecause there was an
imp ossible eall in the treaty of 1783, Tt culled for a due west
course from the Lake of thie Woods 1o the Mississippi, when
such eourse would ncver sirike the Mississippi—the i being
north of the head of that river, | pon the sapposition that the
line due west from the Inke winld wrike the river, the right |
to its free pavigation was granted 1o the British by the treaty |
of peace ; but, on finding that the line would not strike the |
river, the ltl‘lls‘h’ bugan between the 1wo COUNLET 00 thr.-!
part of the British to f!"‘"““’ lime, 10 turn it down sonthwest, |
and thus 1o get to the river, aud with this arrival upon that
stream come to the oy ment of ity imvigation.  ‘The struggle |
on the part of the United Btates wan to prevent this conse-
quence—to elose the line without yielding |L¢' nnvigation ; wnd
lLil contest had contivued twenly years, when o '.ri‘lll\“ wis
signed in London to terminate this eontest. 1t was in the venr
1803, Mr. Jefferson bei
Minister in London ; for, in those days, Ministors were not so
rupidly changed upon a change of Administation as by some-
Tnes sinee oeen .
* T'he fifth srticle of the treaty then signed deflected the line
80 a8 Lo reach the Mississippi on the shortest oouese | wnd this
was done in vonformity to instruetions from the Governgent
of the United Statos.  This treaty was signed in the spring of
1808 ¢ and it a0 happened that about the sme time—aamely,
twelve dl_)ﬂ hiefore the signature of the treaty in London—ale
treaty, without ||la-ku(|-|rdst of Mr. King, for the sle of Lo
iviann to the United Stures, was signed.
rived in the United Statey 1o

President, and Me, Jufus Kiog |

& two ireaties ar-  the dth degren of north
' er, and Mr, Jeffersom imme-  courses \-hnh are afterwards
dimtely snw the sdvantage whieh the Louisinna treaty gave him they

sither branch of his duty. “T'he justification for the non-rati-
fication of the boundary clause seems to have been admitted
withont n word 5 nor did the other branch of the subject en-
counter the least diffienlty. “T'he Utrecht treaty earvied all
through. But let Mr. Monroe spesk for himsell. o his let-
ter to Mr. Mudison, of Septem 8, 1504, he says: *We
* then to examine the eonvention re ing the
¢ boundaries in the light in which the rutifieation by the Presi-
“dent presented it.  Oun that subject, also, I omatted nothing
* which the d s in my p ion enshled me Lo say | in
“nid of which I thought it advisable, & few days alterwards, to
¢ send to his lordship & note ex of the motires which
‘ induced the President and Senate to decline ratifying the
* fifth article.  As the affair had become by that eircumstance
*in some degree a delicate one, and as it was in its natare in-
¢ trieate, I thought it improper to let the explanation which 1
* had given rest on the memory of a single individual. By
¢ eommitting it to paper, it might be better understood by
¢ Lord Harrowhby, and by the Cabinet, to whom he will doubt-
* less submit it." "

**In this extract (resumed Mr. B.) Mr. Monroe shows that
he held a conversation with Lord Harrowby, the British Sec-
retary of State, and used the Utrecht treaty for both the pur-
poses for which he had been instructed to use it, and with per-
lect success. He also shows that, unwilling to leave such an
important matter to the memory of an individunl, he drew up
the substance of his conversmtion in writing, and delivered it
to Lord Harrowby, that he might lay it before the Cabinet.
The production of this paper, then, is the next link in the chain
of the egidence to be lnid before the Senate ; and here it is

“ Paper :ﬁxdulg the boundary of the United States, deli-
vered to Lord Harrowby, September 5, 1804,

‘* By the tenth article of the treaty of Utrecht, it is agreed
‘4 that Fraunee shall restore to Great Britain the bay and straits
“of Hudson, together with all lands, sens, senconsts, rivers,
* and places situate in the said bay and straits which belo
‘ thereunto,’ &e. It is also agreed ‘that cormissaries sha
“ be forthwith appeinted by each Power to determine, within
“ a year, the linits between the said bay of Hudson and the
¢ pluces ap, ining to the Freneh ; and also to describe and
¢ settle, 1n like manner, the boundaries between the other Bii-
* tish and Freuch colonies in those purts,’

“ Commissaries were accordingly appointed by each Pow-
¢ er, whe erecuted the sti ulations of J.'c treaty in extablishing
‘ the boundaries propused by it. They fixed the northern
¢ boundary of Cannda and Louisiana by a line inming in the
* Atlantic, ut n cape or promontory in 58 deg. 30 min. north
¢ latitude : thenee, southwestwurdly, to the Lake Mistasin g
" thenee, further southwest, to the latitade ol 40 deg. north
* from the equator, and slong that line indefinitely.

“Mr. B, swopped the reading, and remarked upon the ex-
tract an far o0 read.  He suid this was a statement—a state-
ment of fncl—made by Mr. Mooroe to Lord Hurrowby, and
which, of itself, established the twofold fact, that the eommis-
saries did act under the treaty of Utrecht, and established the
40th parullel ns the boundary line between Fravee and Great
Rritain, from the Lake of the Woods indefinitely west.”

No notice, that Mr. C. could discover, was ever taken of
this statement of Mr. Monroe by the British Government nei-
ther hy their Ministers at home nor elsewhere. The silence
of Lord Harrowby, the British Minister, was capable of easy
explanation ; it was found in the fact that the statement, whe-
ther true or false, had an unimportant bearing on the question
m dispute.  As it did not touch the matter in controversy,
nothing more was said about it. He again read from Mr.
Brsxrox'sspeech : @

“ How unfortunate that the Senator from Michigan had not
looked to anthentie doeuments, instend of looking to M.
Greenhow’s book, and heeoming its dupe and its vietim. If so,
hemever could have fallen into the serions error of denying the
establishment of the line under the teeaty of Utreeht ; and the
further serious error of saying that Mr. Monroe had wdded
nothing to Mr. Madison’s statement, and had lefl the question
us doubtful a8 he found it.  In point of fact, Mr, Monroe added
the particulars of which Mr. Madison had deelared his igno-
rance ; added the beginning, the courses, and the ending of
the line ; and stated the whole with the precision of & man
who had taken his information from the proceedings of the
commissaries. And to whom did he deliver this paper ' To
# Hritish Seeretary of State, to be laid before the King in Cabinet
Council, and 10 be used nguinst the Power who was a party to |
the tresty ! And what did Lord Harrowby say ' Deny the !
fuct, like the Senntor who is so unfortunste as to follow Mr.

west from the northwestern point of the Lake of the Woods to
the Mississippi, it must have been intended, secording to the
lights before them, to tuke the parallel of the 49th degree ol
latitude us established under the treaty of Utrecht ; ane, pur-
suing thenee the eourse of the Mississippi to the 1st
latitude, the whole extent of the western bow of the Unit-
ed States, the boun which had been estublished by the
treaty of 1785 was actually adopted,

It was the treaty of 1783 that the American claim above |
alluded to was based upon, not the treaty of Utrecht at sll.
The whole assumption was based on the treaty of 1783

“ This conclusion is further supported by the lberal spirvit
which terminated the war of our revolution ; it haying been |
manifestly the intention of the parties to heal, as fur us could |
he done, the wounds which it had inflieted., Nor is it essen-

called for by the western eourse from the Lake of the Woeds, or
that its navigation is stipulated in favor of both Powers, West-
ward of the Mississippi, to the south of the forty-ninth degree
of north latitude, Great Britsin held there no tervitory ; that
river was her western boundary.  In running west, and ceding
the territory (o the river, it was impossible not to eall fir it;
and, on the sapposition that it ok its souree within the liwits
of the Hudson By Company, it was natural that it should sti-
pulate the free navigation of the river ; but, in s0 rluing,ﬂ is
presumed that her Government respected more a delicate sense
of what it might be supposed to owe ® the interest of that eom-

or}’“‘"

tially weakened by the cireumstanee that the Mississippi is |

never had, )
it was. He considered that question as one of little or no im-
pmtmea;fyelhwmddpinwaahmimpiryumﬂnru
the fuct in the case.

After all the lights he had been able to avail himself of, be
was indueed to think that the Senator from Missouri was un-
der o mistake. He had shown the Benator's suthority : he
would now briefly refer to that relied on by Mr. Greenhow.
Hnduindi&,hoﬂvu.whlmmmmuynupd
that he did not put himself upon this point. He had studied
it with soms care ; but that was not the ground on which he
had taken up his position. What were the facts 7 Mr. Green-
how to Mr. Monroe's letter, and then showed the
ideutity of expression between that letter and the history of

| Douglass, and concluded that Mr. Monroe had derived his au-
| thority, not from the British archives, but simply trom Doug-

luss, [Here Mr. C, quoted Greenhow's book very largely. |
He then said that he held in his hand » , for which
he was indebted to his friend behind him, (Mr. Haxxzeax,
to whom he took this opportunity of rendering his co
thanks for vindicating his character, (ss he understood that
Benator had done iuti' absence, ) in a strain of personal elo-
quence rarely heard on that floor. It was a statement made
y Mofras, & man connected with the French em-
ussy, who had returned to his own country and written an

pany, than any strong motive ol poliey, founded on the interests
of Cannda or its other ons in that guarter. As Great
Britain ceded at the same the Floridas to Spain, the navigation
of the Mississippi by her subjeets, if it took place, being under
a foreignejurisdiction, could not fuil to deaw from her own
tervitories the vesourees which properly belonged to them,
and therelore eoulil not be viewed in the {Ighl of & national ad-
vantuge.™

All reference to the treaty of Utrecht was merely by way of
analogy, snd not pleaded as of authority in the case. The
whole claim was based on the treaty of 1783 ; and this was
supported by analogy, drawn from the treaty of Utrecht.

The Senator had adverted to another topic.  He had quot-
ed two articles proposed by the American and the Brtish
commissioners respecting a boundary ; to each of which  pro-
viso was attached, viz. that the line should not run to the
westward of the Rocky Mountains. Here they are :

Article five, as proposed by the American Commissioners.

“ It is agreed that o live drawn due north or south (s the
case may require) from the most northwestern part of the

Lake of the Woods, until it shall intersect the forty-sinth
purullel of north latitude, and from the point of such inter-
section due west, along and with the said parallel, shall be the
dividing line between Ein Maje;;’s territories and those of the

wited States to the westward ol the said lake ; and that the
said ling to and along with the said parallel shall form ehe
southern boundury of his Muajesty’s territories, and the north-
ern boundary of l{ie said terrvitories of the United States : Pro-
wvided, That nothing in the present article shull ba construed
to extend to the northwest coast of Ameriea, or to the territo-
ries belonging to or claimed by ether party on the continent
of Ameriea to the westward of the Stony Mountuins, ™

¢ Article five, as the Brifish Commissioners would agree
to' make it.

“ It is agreed that a line wlrawn due north or south (as the
CRSE TRY rmuil;:i) from the most northwestern point of the
Lake of the Woods, until it shall interseet the forty-niath par-
allel of north latitude, and from the point of such intersection
due west, along and with the said parallel, shall be the divi-
ding line between his Majesty’s territories and those of the
United States to the westward of the said lake, or far as their
respective tervitories extend in that quarter; and thut the
said line shall, to that extent, form the southern vovspany of
his Majesty’s said territories, and the northern boundary of
the said territories of the United Stutes: Prowvidéd, That no-
thing in the present articles shall be construel 1o extend to the
IIDI'IEWCII coast of Ameriea, or to the territories belonging to
or claimed by either party oo the continent of America to the
westward of the Stony Mountains.”

The 3 then proceeded to remark on these articles as
follows :

* Here is concurrence (said Mr. B.) in the proceedings of
the commissaries under the treaty of Utrecht. Here is sab-
tission to that treaty on the part of the British, and a surren-
der under its inexorable provisions of all pretensions to the
long-cherished and darling pursuit of the free navigution of the
Mississippi. True, the article did not then ripen into a treaty
stipulation. It wus many years afterwards, namely, at Lon-
dem, in 1818, that this line of 40 was established to the Rocky
Mountains ; but the offer of the article iu 1807 wus conclusive
of the pretension, sod, though meutioned at Ghent in 18135, it
was quickly abandoned.

“The question now (Mr. . said) was to see what recep-
tion these articles met with at home—met with from Mr, Jef-
ferson, to whom they were of course i liately icat-
ed.  And here let Mr. Jefferson speak for himself, as speak-
ing through Mr. Madison, in a letter to Messrs. Monroe and
Pinkney, (Mr. Pinkney, of Muryland, haviog then joined Mr.,
Monroe in London, ) under date of July 30th, 1807 :

** *Your letter of April 25th, enclosing the British project
‘of a convention of limits, and your proposed amendments,
¢ have been duly received.  The following observations explain
* the terms on which the President authorizes you to close and
¢ sign the instrument : :

¢ The modification of the fifth article (noted us one which
¢ the British commissioners would have lﬁﬂd 10) may be ad-
¢ mitted, in case that proposed by you to them be not “attsine-
“ble.  But it is much to be wished and pressed, thougly yot
¢ made an ultimuatum, that the proviss 1o both should be J-
‘ted. This is, in no view whatever, necessary, and enn have
* little other effcet than as an offensive intimation to Spainthat
¢ our claims extend to the Pacific ocein. However rea
¢ such elaims ma he,uw pared with those of others, it is im-
¢ politie, especi ut present moment, Lo stren 8
' r:: Jealousies o{ﬂw United States, which it is pruhnbll;.:n
* object with Great Britain to exeite by the clause in question.’

““This, Mr. President, was Mr, Jeflerson’s opinion of the
line of 49°—for it t—in its whole extent, * indefinge-

{y," as settled under the treaty of Utrecht ; and mot only for it,
but nrneﬂllv and pressingly so. He was for cutting off the
proviso, and letting the line run through to the oeean !

Mr. C. said he did not understand the matter soatall. The
very part of the article, and the only part which extended cur
title to the Pacific ocean, Mr. Jeferson wished to strike owt,
and he wished it out that we might not alarm Spain with the
idea that the United States had any pretensions to the territo-
ry on the northwest coast. Go where the line might, if this
proviso was out Spain would have just us much cause of of-
fence. Without this proviso, the line, by the treaty, would
ran 1o the Pacific, asthe Senator asserts ; with the proviso, it
would stop at the Rocky Mountains. Mr. Jellerson was for
striking out the proviso, and letting the line run to the Paci-
fic—s0 said the Senator ; but this would give to Spain the
very offence Mr. Jeflerson was desirous 1o avoid. Here was
o manifest | istency in the stat t of the Senator.
Mr. €, would appeal to every man to say whether this repre-

tation was consi with itself. The Senator says that
M. Jefferson’s desire to strike out this proviso was proof of
his desire not to give offence to Spain. How could this be ?

Mr. C. believed that Mr, Tefferson, ia his projet, (for it was
only a projet not carried into effect, ) did not intend to provide
for running the line west of the Hocky Mountains with the
concurrence of . His object seems to have been to
fix the boundary between the United States and England as
fiur west as the British possessions oxtended, and it is evident
he did not believe they extended to the Pacific, for that Spain
had the best title there. And besides, (said Mr. C.) if this
line, by the treaty of Utrecht, was actually established, what
was the aecessity of any new provision on the subject ? Why
run & line from the northwestern corner of the Lake of the
Woods, supposing it to be on the parallel of 49, as the honor-
able gentleman says is established by the treaty of Utrecht,
when his whole argument turns upon the assumption that that
parallel had actually been established by that treaty ’ The
whole was a work of su ion.

The Senator insisted that the line of 40° north was estab-
lished by the commissaties as a boundary. Mr. Madison, in
his instructions to Mr. Monroe, and Mr. Monroe in his repre-
sentations to Lord Harrowby, both relied on Postlewait's
bictionary and 1)''Anville's map, the only authouities re-

ant of Oregon. On what suthority the statements it
contained were based Mr. C. did not know, nor did he ussert
any thing in regard to their authenticity :

[He read the paper.  Thi% work stated that there was no
evidence whatever in the archives of France that any such line
lusd been estublished by the treaty of Utreeht, in the
State Department or the Marine, which is the colonial depart-
ment, and that such a fiuet was unknown there, Mr, Mofins
referved ulso to Charlevoix, who states that no sueh line had
been estublished. |

And then, to make, as he said, assurance doubly sure, he
read a paragraph tsken from the Union. ;

He then said that the facts going to show that no line was
established by commissaries under the treaty of Utrecht are
enu ted by Mr. G b Mr. Cass read them :

¢ On the other hand, Mitchell’s great map of America,
lished in 1755 at London, under the pav of the Colonial
Departinent, presents a live drawn around Hudson's Bay, at
the distance of about 150 miles from its shore, an the bounds of
Hudson's Bay by the treaty of Utrecht. And the sume line
appears on the map of America sccompanying Smollett’s His-
tory of England, published in 1760 ; on of Bennett, pub-
lished in 1770 ; on that of Faden, in 1777 ; and on some other
maps of that period.

**No line of separation whatsoever between the Hudson’s
Bay territories m(j the French possessions in Ameriea jsta be
found on the large and beautiful map of Amerviea by Henry
Popple, published in 1778, also under the patronage of the
Colonial Department, and bearing the stamp ol theapprobation
of Dr. Holley, which is particularly minute in all that relates
to the tecritories in question; nor on any of the maps in the
atlas of Maxwell and Sennex, published in 17215 or in any of
those attached to Boyer’s political state for 1721 ;to the History
of Hudson’s Bay by Doblb’s; to the Americun Traveller by
Cluny ; to the History of the British Empire in America by
Winne ; to Aleedo’s Dietionary,” &e. Elr. Greenhow also
states that no allusion to such a line is to be found in the fol-
lowing works : Actes Memo;'u wncémn;l:'pfc;:i‘ul:ucht,

ublished in 1716 ; Actes Negotiati ] X
ﬂ'[ilmhl, 1745 ; the Colleol.iog(:?'rmuand State Pap]‘.:'!
by Dumont, Boyer, Martens, Jeokinson, Haalet, ; Collection
des Edits Ordonnunces, &e. Coneernant le Cannda ; and several
other well and authentic historical wbrks enumerated by him.
Mr. Greenhow also quotes from Charlevoix, an eminent tra-
veller, sent by the French Government into Amerien, who says
thut ““the negotiations between the two Courts for the settle-
ment of boundary ceased, although eommisssaries had been
appointed on both sides for that object since 1713."

This, to be sure, was but negative evidence ; but the matter
admitted of easy proof. SBend to the original archives at Lon-
don and Paris: this would settle the question, and this mode
would be commended by common sense, if the controversy
was between individuals,

Such was the evidence, positive and negative, respecting
the establishment, by French and British commissaries, of this
parallel of 49, as u boundary between the colonial possessions
of France and England. He repeated once more, emphati-
cally, that he did not assume the existence or non-existence
of the alleged fact ; he did not pledge himself for the truth
or accuracy of what was advanced in Mr. Greenhow's book.
All he said was, that, with the language and authority of Mr.
Madison before him, any man might be excused for believing
that it was extremely doubtful whether any such line ever
was established. The honorable Benator said that Mr. Madi-
son assumed the fact of commissaries having acted for certain.
But this is an error. For Mr. Madison expressly says ** there
is reason to believe™ that the line of 49 was established ; and
be adds, but you will perceive the necessity of recurring to
the proceedings of commissioners as the source of informa-
tion. If this is certainty, what will uncertainty be ! Mr. C.
said that he might well be allowed to doubt where Mr. Madi-
son doubted, with every fact before him referred to by the
Senator from Missouri. If any gentleman insisted on the
other side that it was, let him produce the evidence establish-
ing the fact.

The facts sdduced by the Senator went to prove that Mr.
Monroe never did go to the archives of the British Govern-
ment, or, if he did, that he found nothing there ; and that,
in his communications with Lord Harrowby, he only quoted
the words of Douglass.

Mr. C. enid that bis chief object in rising had been to put
the Senator from Missouri right as to the real position Mr. C.
had taken in his speech. As to the vindication of the history
ot this matter, he did not consider it of an importance suffi-
ciently grave to occupy the time of the Senate. He admit-
ted, however, that on one point the Senator had given him a
very fair hit, and had done it in good taste. He referred to
the effect of mistresses, and favorites, and mignons on politi-
cal affsirs of kingdoms, from the middle ages even down to
the present day. He had had in his recollection the general
fact that the spoiling of Mrs. Masham's silk gown had had an
important influence on the affairs of England in the reign of
Queen Anne. He had not recently read the history, (as,
probably the Senator had recently done, )—[Mr. Bexrox de-
nied that such was the fact}]—but he had been under the im-
pression that this affront of Mrs. Masham (the Queen’s favor-

was glad to find that in this his memery had been at fault,
and that, in fact, it had driven England and France into a
treaty of peace. The influence, however, was the same ; and
that was the point Mr. C. had been pressing. He acknow-
ledged thatin point of historical accuracy it was a fair hit.

[Mr. BexTox. And certainly a very gentle one. ]

That is all true. [ acknowledge my obligation to the Se-
nator for the correction, and in my printed speech I shall
avoid the error.

But here Mr. C. would ask leave to refer to the language
of his speech, (he had it with him,) to show what was the po-
sition he had tsken before the Senate. What had he said ?
What was the grave question which he had presented to the
Senate e would read it :

“*Mr. Cass said the remarks I made the other day I will now
repeat.  ‘The treaty of Utrecht never refers to the parallel of
49, and the boundaries it to establish were those he-
tween the French and English colonies, including the Hud-
son's Bay Company and Canada. The charter of the Hud-
son's Bay Company gianted to the proprietors all the ¢ lands,
countries, and territories* upon the waters discharging them-
selves into Hudson's Bay. At the date of the treaty of
Utrecht, which was in 1714, Great Britain claimed nothing
west of thoso * lands, countries, and territories,” and of course
there was nothing to divide between her and France west of
that line.
= ““Again, in 1714, the Northwest was almost a terra incogni-
ta—a blank upon the map of the world. E then aei-
ther knew a foot of it, nor claimed a foot of it. By adverting

ferred to the Senator ; for he put aside the negotiation
with Lord Harrowhy, as it ded not to be examined. The
Senator produced a map as evidence of the French aathority
on the question. He found it in Postlewait's Commercial !

The description was in these words : |

“The line that parts French Canada from British Canada |
wis settled by commissaries after the peace of Utrecht, ma- |
king a eourse from Davis's Inlet, on the Atlantic Sea, down to
the $0th degree, th the Lauke Abitibis to the Northwest
Oceun ; therefore Mr, I Anville's dotted line, enst of James’s
Bay, is false.”

And the Senator had then gone on to ohserve :

“T'his map was.made by IPAnville, the great Freneh geo-
grapher of hisage, and dedicated to the Duke of Orleans, and
said to have been made under the patro of the late Duke,
who s said, in & note upon the map, to have expended one
thoussnd pounds apon its, construetion and engravi The
late Duke was probab'y the nt Duke who governed Franee
during the minority of Louis XV ; and, if so, the map may be

Greenhow, or even resist the ment resulting from the fiaet ?
Not st all.  He made no oljection to either the fact or the in- |
ferenee ; und Mr. Monroe thus sded to apply his fuets, |
and to urge the exclusion of the British from the naviga- |
tion of the Mississippi and its entive valley, as a matter of |
right, under the Utrecht treaty, and by the provisions of whieh |
they vould hold no territory south of 49.” !
Mr. C. said he had pot followed Mr. Greenhow : he had |
merely stated the facts which Mr. Greenhow had collocted in |
his book ; but hisd not put himsell on these facts as authentic.
As to the fact of the establishment of this line, Mr. Monroe |

did not, as far as appeared, urge it on the British Ministry at
all : on the contrary, the paragraph he did arge on the British |

Government was in the treaty of 1783, |
“ By Mitchell’s map, by which the teeaty of 1783 was form- |
ed, it was evident that the northwestern point of the Lake of
the Waods wan at least as high north as the Intitude of 40 de-
grees. By the observations of Mr, Thompson, astronomer 1o
the A\'Il'lt"hw( stern Com mny, it Apears to be inlatitade ‘gdﬁl
AT min. - By joining, then, the western boundiry of Cannda to |
its northery in the Lake of the Woods, and elosing both there,
it follows that it was the obvious intention of the Ministers who |
negotimted (he trenty, sod of their ive Governments,
that the United Statey ll'&.\id powsess m&cﬂilﬂ lying be-
tween the Lakes and the Missiwsippi, sonth of the paraliel of
latitude.  This is eonfirmed
gmlwl by the treaty, sinee
ad been established between

ure precisely those which

in cutting off forever the British, both trom the navigation of Great Britain and Franoe in former treaties, By running doe

considered as the work of the Freneh Government itself, ~ Be
that ns it may, it is the tie French testi y in favor of
the line of Utrecht ¢ that line, upon the non-existence of which
the Senator from Michigan had staked the reversal of his Ore-
gon position. ™

Mr. C. would here agnin repeat that that was not the posi-
tion he had taken. The position on which he had planted

himwelf was, that, if it could be shown that that line extended ghou

west of the Rocky Mountains, then he would be forever silent
about 54° 40°.  That it did not, was the position on which
he had staked his politieal existence.

As to the anthority of the French : The import-
ant fiact, he understood, was, that D' Anville's line, in one
of it, was, by their own showing, charged with falsehood §
and yet another line, resting on the selfsame authorily, was
referred to and relied upon as fully sustaining the ground of
the Benator in regard to the establishment of this boundary
line. But if the nuthority was falee in one part, was it to be
relied on in another *  Common sense would forbid such a
reliance. x

Me. C. mid he had read to the Senate Douglass's Innguage:
he had not that of Postlewait.  He should not detain the Sen-
ato by going fully into all the docaments which were relied an
to show that the com of France and England did es-
tablish this line of 46°,

What reason was there 1o believe that the statement was an
historical error’ Mr. C, did not now pledge himself, and

Dictionary, a work illustrated by maps by the celebrated | 1844, it will c .
French geographer IV’ Anville, apd he referred the Senaté w s #elaim is limited to the discoveries of Captain Cook in 1778,
cortain note or description on the northwest corner of the map. |

part have happened a century and a half ago, and

to the letters of Messra, Gallatin and Rusb, giving an account

wh Commissioners, dated October 20th, 1818, and to the let-
ter of Mr. Pakenham to Mr. Buchanan, dated September 12,
be seen that the commencement of the British

How, then, could a boundary have been established fifly years
before in a region where no Englishman had ever penetrated,
and to which England had never asserted a ion ! And
yet the ption that the parallel of 49 was established by
the treaty of Utrecht, as a line between France and England
in those unknown regions, necessarily involves those inconsis-
tent conelusions. But.beddu,if!.’ asa to her
treaty of Utrecht, established this line, running to the Western
ocean, as the northern boundary of Louisiana, what possible

'elaim has she now south of that fine > The very fact of her

existing pret , however unfounded they may be, shows
that she considers hersell no party to such a line of division.
It shows in fact that no line was run ; for if it had been, the
evidence of it would be in the English archives, and in truth
would be known to the world without contradiction.”

This was the ground Mr. C. had taken, viz. to show that
the treaty of Utrecht established no boundary line west of the

to prove that the line was not established, orthll:l:{

pub- | as our northern boundary. Ina

ite) had had the effact of driving England into a war. He ||

of their interview with Messra. Goulburn and Robinson, Brit- | territori

Rocky Mountains, and therefore that our claim was not limit-.|

ed by any such line in Oregon, Did the Senator believe that
that line did run west of the mountains ’—for this was the
whole point. Did the Senator believe so? [Here Mr. C.
poused.] 1T he did, let him say so; if he did not, M, C.
Id take it for granted that he did not. [Mr. Braron
smiled, and motioned to Mr. C. to proceed

did not even say that he believed it ; and if not, then where
was the need of his making  long speech, and of Mr. C.'s
refuting it, respecting a mere abstract historical fact, said to
no

:
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relation to the question of our rights in Oreg
rights in the moon 7 Why all this waste of
if the Senntor believed that no such boundary
ed the Oregon Territory ?

Mr. C. said he had been for 54° 407,
in favor 49°, and he wanted Mr. C. 1o go for
. never had dreamed of pledging himself to
could be shown that snch a line ever had
under the treaty of Utrecht enst of
He should have boen fitter to be the tenant of
than a member of the Senate, could he
pledge.  No what he said was, that F
uniler the treaty of Lovisiana we succeeded) never had k
of such a line west of the Rocky Mountains—which was
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fuct in the case. And he now
s H-'.ldilnhﬁtnﬂullf

knew that that was impracticable ; and no men I:.ud]nﬂond-_
ed thet its not being run was any proof of its not le:mng
been (in the words of the treaty) **established.” Of
ourse the * establishment” referred 10 was by the fixing of
certain points from which the line could be run sflerwards.
But Douglass said, and Mr. Monroe repeated the assertion
after him, that this line thus estublished ran \:ut.ward
“indefinitely.” Even if it wasso, “indefinitely” did not
mean *infinitely.” It meant that it should run westward
as far as the limits of the territory belonging to the Hudson
Bay Company might run, be that longer or shorter,
[Here Mr. C. referred to the narrative of an urlg.e:ﬂw_ X
to whose accuracy he bore testimony; but what he said, or
how it was connected with the argument, the reporter failed
to comprehend.] This line was said to run indefinitely to
the coust, because the western bounds of the Hudson

possessions were then unknown ; but, wherever those pos-
sessions s this boundary stopped. What proof was
there that it ran west of the Mouniains ’ ¢
England or France to say that it should run there’ And, if
they did, how would their act bind other nations ?  And how
would it divide the ions of Spain ? ;

Mr. O. said that they who went for 54 40 were, it was
true, but a **small band.” He belonged to that band now.
But this was not the first time he N::}lmm for that line

prin

1843, at Fort Wayne, he had taken the ] t
was long before this was made a polilical or party question.
A portion of the members of the Senate did Mnﬁikb:ﬁew
thlt“mthlyoalylimillo wﬁmu‘l‘l‘a‘m Maml
indisputahlo. et he L
Un;:siluﬂm had mmmclmm of that
would set up any pretensions north of it, they
assertion that the treaty of Utrecht established 49 as the boun-
dary, and that it extended west of the Rocky Mountains.

Mr. C.’s object had been to show, notthat no such line had
ever been established any where, but that no such line ex-
tended west of the Mountains to divide Oregon, or to set up
49 as u barrier over which we could not pass, We might
have an imperfect title to a part of the territory, and a perfect
title to the residue; or we might have an imperfect title to
the whole of it, or a perfect title to the whole. But, what-
ever our title was, no solid title to Oregon ever could be di-
vided by the parallel of 49.

It has been contended (said Mr. C.) that the faith of the
nation is pledged to this line of 46° in Oregon, because our
Government in the early stage of this controversy claimed only
to that line. Mr. C, said that the early pretensions ot the

say that he bad broken the flaxen bands thrown around

a# the strong man burst the cords of the Philistines

would say that he had broken the imaginary

he was thought tobe held, und felt himself no a captive.
There was one word in this treaty of on_which

grent stress had been laid, and thut was the word ““ind, |

ly.” 'Phoﬁmwnﬂmmwhhmﬁ_mm of 49

westward *¢indefinitely.” Of course it did not mean thatthe

line was to be run physically—through the wilderngss. Al
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But, coming to the next, the Senator
roe produced no list of authorities to
before he demands a list of authorities to
sssertion that this line was established by
the treaty of Utrecht, he must first show that
the British Secretary of Biate, disputed or
two parties have opposite interests in a
one of them brings forward a fact bearing on 1
terests of the other, before he brings out his
it he will wait to see if it is denied, snd if not, where is
use of ing his ! Mr. Monroe says the
ries did meet, and did establish n boundary line,
and along the parallel of 49 indefinitely to the west
ing stated in & verbal inlerview with 1
greater ty he afterwards reduses it to g end
mits it to him, Did Lord Harrowby deny the fact? That
is the question. Did he dispute the fact ¢ Did he urge the
slighest objection to the assertion—he whose Government had
been a party to the treaty in question, and had conecurred in
establishing the very line ! Never ! He admitted the whole !
And yet it is objected that we find Mr. Monroe urging no list
of authorities to prove what was admitted !

But here the honorable Senator has been nilt;lofmqm-
gious non sequitur. He says that, because Mr.
the same language respecting the establishment of this line
that Douglass does, thercfore he followed Douglass. Now,
the ergo in the case seems to me rather to be, since Monroe
and Douglass used the same language in regard to the same
thing, they must both have borrowed from the same source,
viz. that to which Mr. Madison had referred Mr. Monroe, and
that was the proceedings of the commissaries—the official re-
cords of the British Government. The Senator says that Mr.
Madison did not know whether such a line ever had been run ;

sub-

Government had not committed the faith of the at all,
for two reasons : 1st. They were founded on this historical
error, now known to be such, that the el of 49° was es-
tablished by the treaty of Utrecht, running, as they supposed,
to the Pacific. Pretensions founded on such an error create
no obligation when the error, is discovered : and, 2d. Since
then we have strengthened and perfected our title to Oregon
by the treaty of Florida.

Mr. C. here read a synopsis of the positions which he took
in his speech the other day. They were—

1. Nosuch line as the parallel of 49° is shown to have been
established to the Pacific.

2. The country on the Pacific was entirely unknown and
unclaimed when the treaty of Utrecht was formed.

3. British negotiators in 1826 and Mr. Pakenham in 1844
fix the commencement of the Dritish title at the voyage of
Capt. Cook in 1778. ’

4. The treaty of Utrecht only provides for establishing lines
between the French and British colonies, including the Hud-
son Bay Company. The British held nothing west of that
company's possessions, which by the charter included *¢ lands,
countries, and territorics” on the waters running into Hud-
son Bay.

Th.ilyugnmem, Mr. C. stated, he owed to the Senator from
Missouri, (Mr. Arcursox,) whose speech upon this subj
was listened to by the Senate with great attention and
sure a short time since, and which presentdd many striking
and original views upon the subject.

6. If England established this line to the Pacific Ocean,
she can have no claim south of it.

6. How could France and England claim the country to

1780 the British Government, by the Noolka convention,
effpressly recoguised the Spanish title to that country, and
claimed only the use of it for her subjects in common with
those of Spain ’

Mr. BENTON said that he would take up the gentleman

the gentleman to say that if the proviso attached to article 5,
proposed by the British Commissioners, were omitted, that
then the boundary line of 49° would stop at the Rocky
Mountains.

Mr. CABB here interposed, and was understood by the
Reporter to say that he had stated this, not as his own ‘idea,
but the idea of Mr. Bexrox. He had not contended that the
line would in any case run to the Pacific.

Mr. BENTON resumed. He understood the Senator to
say that if the proviso attached to the article was stricken out,
(as Mr. Jefferson wished it should be, and directed Mr. Mon-
roe to " that it should be,) that then the dividing line
of 48° would not extend west of the mountains. | understand
the gentleman to say so.

Mr. CASS here again explained, but was not distinetly
understood by the Reporter

Mr. BENTON, repeating what he had already twice said,
I understand him to say that if the proviso in the 5th article
in the British projdt fora boundary were stricken out, the line
would stop at the Rocky Mountains, I so understood him
when he made his speech ; I so understood him in his first ex-
planation ; and I still so understand him. And then I say—
understanding him so, and his silence admits that I am right—
then [ say that the honorable Senator is ““out of the frying
pan into the fire.” [A laugh.] When I heard the gentle-
man refer to that 5th article, and stop the line at the mountain,
if the proviso was cut off, I construed that the copyist in tran-
scribing it had made some fatal omission ; but, on turning to
the report of my speech as given in the Intelligencer, I find
the whole article was copied correctly, and that instead of be-

by being printed in italica.

The Benator has fallen into so grave an error as, by impli-
cation, to say that in 1807 the United States had no claim to
any territory west of the Rocky Mouoting, and on the as-
sumption he has just made our chim in Oregon must date
after 1807,

The article to which Mr. Monroe says the British Ministors
were willing 1o secede was in these words :

“Article 5, aa the British Commissioners would ugree to
make if.

“It is agreed that a line dewn due north or south (as the
unmwmuin}hm&emmﬂhuﬂmpdmd&clﬁa

of the s, until it shall intersect the forty-ninth parallel of
north latitude, and from the poiut of such intersestion due west
along and with the mid 1, shall be the dividing line be-
tween his Majesty's t and those of the U

to that extent, be the southern wousnany of his Majesty's
said territories, and the northern bonndary of the mid terri-
tories of the United States: Provided, in the pre-
west const
of America, or to the territories belonging to or elaimed by
either on the continent of Ameriea to the westward of
the Stony Mountains. **

This is the article, and the Senator, by saying that the
omission of the proviso would the dividing line at the
mountain, clearly says that we no territory at that time
west of the mountain,

"&&mﬁwmﬂummhﬁd
quarier.

The parallelof 49 is here recognised as a boundary so fir west
ns the territories of the parties extended ot that time, This was
in 1807, fifteen years after Gra 'ndhmwéoﬂhlmlhd'lhn
Columbin, and the year after Lwh and Clarke's return. It
was in that state of our title that Mr. Gallatin, in 1817, speak-
ing of the valley of the Columbia, declared i
be clear and
then had west

i
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the Pacific so as to divide it between them, when so late as | careful,

at the point where he had entrenched himself : he understood | who

ing omitted, as [ had feared, the clause was made emphatic | rated

a | be had fallen. Tommm
rectly on that poin not *‘ recently met

but Mr. Madison had the benefit of all the icity of such a
fact, and all official means of knowing it. He assumes the fact,
although he does not know the particulars : he assumes the
tact. Mr. Jeflerson, besides his being one of the most accom
plished general scholars and statesmen of his day, was Pre-
sident of the United States. He had himself been in Eu

and while in Paris it was his well known custom to spend

afternoons in the libraries and bookstores of that city, search-
ing out all he could find which had any bearing on this coun-
try. Mr. Madison, under his direction, and acting as his Se-
cretary of State, assumes the fact that the commissaries had
met, and had had ** proceedings” in reference 1o the line, and
haunlapnpcr,wilhmmnndmu_ldmmndm.
(which is not mow to be found,) containing doubtless the
reasonings by which he was to make good his argument from
that fact. 'Who drew up the paper Mr. Madison doesnot
say, butit is highly probable it was Mr. Jefferson himself.
In giving these instructions, he knew and felt that he had
newnnddaﬁcnepmdwutld;mdhelbmfonuqlhm
all the suggestions which might aid him in making himself
certain of his faoss before he relied upon them in argument.
Mr. Monroe did add to what Mr. Madison had told him ; he
gave the particulars respecting the line,
had access to the records of their p hi
Can it be supposed that such men—and
duty and obey a patriotic impulse while
ence of those who have gone before

what was right before God and man, never were
nation in the hour of its greatest necessity.

The men otwhom!banbunrlhghmxim
with the present question, were men of the Revolutivn. Itwas
Jmnmdwﬂdhnmwmtamw
who directed Mouroe what to do and say. These men it is
wlmny(hnnholimdiw,w-e’lbliﬁdhym

hearit; or can American bring himself to suppose, that
James Monroe, ::’Amedun Minister thus instructad, &8 man
of the utmost labor—a man of whom I have heard it said that
he carried his office with him wherever he weni—in the so-
cial circle, in his walks, in his rides—and was so occupied, so
engrossed by his business, that it never was out of his mind—
that such a man as this would go to the English Court and
nct like u beau Dawson, and, instead of going to the
ings of the commissarios, ns instructed, should have recourse
to & map published in Boston—would found his official asser-
tions and l&ﬂmﬂ to Lord Harrowby o;l:.:apmdethi.n'
Boston ?  No. It was not by comparing pi m t
he was to convince Lord Hb’ : Hwemddi:":cu-
that he should make a parade of authorities when the
ritish Minister admitted the and all its consequences at
the first interview ' Such presumptions are not to be tole-

The Senator contends that the map I produced from Postle-
wait, though constructed by D’Anville and dedicated to the
Duke of Orleans, is of no authority, because it contains a note
stating that the east end of the line, the end east of James's
Bay, is incorrect. - But hew does that inference follow ! The
inforence was the other way : that all is admitted to be correct -
except

I now

said,
would have nothing to do with ita
manner in which the Senator commented
rendered it proper that I should correct




